SUMMARY 

The above Amendment and following Remarks are responsive to the points raised in the 
August 10, 2004 Office Action. In the Office Action, claims 33 and 34 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12 as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter that Applicants regard as the invention. Claims 22, 24-29, 31-35, 37 and 38 were 
rejected under the nonstatutory double patenting doctrine and claims 23, 30, 33-34, and 36 were 
rejected under the doctrine of obvious-type double patenting as being unpatentable over Plummer 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,718,704) in view of Becken et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,155,010). Upon 
entry of this Amendment, claims 22-40 will be pending in this application. Entry and 
consideration of this Amendment are respectfully requested. 

REMARKS 
REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. $ 112: 

Claims 33 and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter that 
Applicants regard as the invention. Specifically, the Examiner noted that a duplicate set of 
claims numbered 33 and 34 had been included. Accordingly, Applicants have provided a clean 
set of claims that does not include a duplicate set of claims 33 and 34. Applicants believe that 
this clean set of claims overcomes the 112, Second Paragraph rejections and request removal 
thereof. 
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DOUBLE PATENTING: 

The Examiner has imposed a non-statutory double patenting rejection of Claims 22, 24- 
29, 31-35, 37 and 38 under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting 
as being unpatentable over Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 11, and 19 of U.S. Patent No. 6,71 8,704. The 
examiner also rejected Claims 23, 30, 33-34, and 36 under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over Claim 1 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,718,704 in view of Becken et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,155,010). 

The present application and the identified patent are commonly owned. A Terminal 
Disclaimer fully complying with the requirements of 37 CFR 1.321(c) accompanies this 
Amendment to obviate the double-patenting rejection. Accordingly, Applicants request removal 
of the double-patenting rejections. 
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CONCLUSION 



Claims 22-40 are allowable and an early notice to such effect is earnestly solicited. 
Should the Examiner have questions or comments regarding the foregoing Amendment and 
response, he is invited and urged to telephone the undersigned attorney. 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees thai may be 
required for the timely consideration of this Amendment under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 and 1.17, or 
credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 09-0528 . 



Womble Carlyle Sandridge & Rice, PLLC 
1201 West Peachtree Street 
One Atlantic Center 
Suite 3500 

Atlanta, Georgia 303039 
Telephone: (404) 879-2423 
Facsimile: (404) 879-2923 
Customer ID No.: 26158 
Docket No. A202 1272 



AUTHORIZATION 



Respectfully submitted, 





Registration No. 46,426 
Attorney for Applicant 
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